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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

09/766,383 



Examiner 

Trent J Roche 



Applicant(s) 
BETROS ET AL. 



Art Unit 

2124 



ne mluNG DATE of ^ communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 

if NO Deriod for reDlv is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and win expire gia [oj wun no uu m w a 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

I )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 19 January 2001. 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)|g| This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters Prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) HA is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s) HA is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)S The drawing(s) filed on 19 January 2001 is/are: a)B accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

I I )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application Na • 
3D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) D ^^dgmLiit is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional a^icabon) 
since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Appl.cat.on Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1 78 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specfic 
reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Appl.cat.on Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1 .78. 
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1) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) O Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449) Paper No(s) . 



4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 

5) O Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: 
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Application/Control Number: 09/766,383 
Art Unit: 2124 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-14 have been examined. 



Claim Rejections -35USC$112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims parncular.y porting out and disuncdy claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 3, 5, 10 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 11 2, second paragraph, as being 
definite for failing to particularly point out and distincdy claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. 

Claims 3, 5, 10 and 12 contain the trademark/trade name Java™. Where a trademark or 
trade name is used in a claim as a limitation to identify or describe a particular material or product, 
the claim does not comply with the requirements of 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph. See Ex P arie 
Srmpson, 218 USPQ 1020 (Bd. App. 1982). The claim scope is uncertain since the trademark or trade 
name cannot be used properly to identify any particular matenal or product. A trademark or trade 
name is used to identify a source of goods, and not the goods themselves. Thus, a trademark or 
trade name does not identify or describe the goods associated with the trademark or trade name. In 
the present case, the trademark/ trade name is used to identify/describe a bytecode based object- 
oriented programming language and, accordingly, the identification/description is indefinite. 
Further, note MPEP 2173.05(u). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the approbate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

pished under Arucle 21(2) of such treaty in the Enghsh language. 

Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 6,182,119 



5. 

to Chu. 



Regarding claim 1: 

Chu teaches: 

- a method of filtering messages ("a method for filtering data. . .» in col. 12 kne 43) 

- receiving a text-based filter string representing filter cntena ("Filter objects. . .provKle 
filtering criteria. . .» in col. 5 knes 32-33. Further, an exemplary set of filter objects are 
provided in col. 6 lines 38-46, wherein the filters are text based.) 

- converting the text-based filter string directly to machine-language filter code once for use 
by a code section of a computer program ("the various components as well as the dispatch 
system coordinator itself are implemented as objects defined in JAVA classes" in col. 9 knes 
17-19. The conversion to machine-language is inherent when something is compiled into a 
Java class) 

. executing the madune-language Bm code to accept or discard multiple messages received 
by o. restding witlun one or more software components f FUter objects recerve merges 
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from publishers and provide filtering criteria that decides whether the message should be 
dispatched to its subscribers" in col 5 lines 32-34) 
as claimed. 

Regarding claim 2: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses executing the machine-language 
filter code by a central processing unit as claimed ("message filtering and dispatching is performed 
by computer system 100 in response to processor 104 executing one or more sequences of one or 
more instructions. . ." in col. 3 lines 49-51) 

Regarding claim 3: 

The rejection of claim 2 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses a Java virtual machine as claimed 
("the class files are interpreted by an interpreter generally referred to as a JAVA virtual machine" in 
col. 9 lines 22-24) 

Regarding claim 4: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses the machine-language filter code 
being directly executable by the central processing unit as claimed (Note rejection regarding claim 2) 

Regarding claim 5: 

The rejection of claim 4 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses the machme-language filter code 
as a Java class as claimed ("the various components as well as the dispatch system coordinator itself 
implemented as objects defined in JAVA classes" in col. 9 lines 17-19) 



are 
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Regarding claim 6: 

The rejection of claim 1 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses the text-based filter string being 
human-readable as claimed (Note col. 6 lines 38-46, the FLT filter object definitions are human- 
readable.) 

Regarding claim 7: 

The rejection of claim 6 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses the text-based filter string being 
formatted according to a conditional expression syntax (Note col. 6 lines 38-46, FLT filter object 
SimpleTextFilter uses a conditional to determine whether to allow or deny the message.) 

Regarding claim 8: 

Chu teaches: 

- a system of filtering information transmitted from one or more software components within 
a computer program to one or more other software components within another computer 
program or the same computer program ("the use of computer system 100 for 

filtering. . .and acting upon information" in col. 3 lines 46-47) 

- a filter generator configured to receive a text-based filter string representing filter criteria 
("Filter objects. . .provide filtering criteria. . ." in col. 5 lines 32-33, "the dispatch system 
coordinator then loads and initializes the filters identified. . in col. 5 lines 62-63. Further, 
an exemplary set of filter objects are provided in col. 6 lines 38-46, wherein the filters are 
text based.) 
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a machine language generator coupled with the filter generator and being configured to 
convert the text-based filter string direcdy to machine-language filter code once ("the various 
components as well as the dispatch system coordinator itself are implemented as objects 
defined in JAVA classes" in col 9 lines 17-19. The conversion to machine-language is 
inherent when something is compiled into a Java class) 

a processor for executing the machine-language filter code for a software component of a 
computer program to accept or discard information received by the software component 
within the computer program ("Filter objects receive messages from publishers and provide 
filtering criteria that decides whether the message should be dispatched to its subscribers" in 
col 5 lines 32-34) 
as claimed. 

Regarding claim 9: 

The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses a processor as claimed ("message 
filtering and dispatching is performed by computer system 100 in response to processor 104 
executing one or more sequences of one or more instructions. . ." in col. 3 lines 49-51) 

Regarding claim 10: 

The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses a Java virtual machine as claimed 
("the class files are interpreted by an interpreter generally referred to as a JAVA virtual machine" in 
col. 9 lines 22-24) 



Regarding claim 11: 
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The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses the machine-language filter code 
being direcdy executable by the central processing unit as claimed (Note rejection regarding claim 9) 

Regarding claim 12: 

The rejection of claim 1 1 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses the machine-language filter 
code as a Java class as claimed ("the various components as well as the dispatch system coordinator 
itself are implemented as objects defined in JAVA classes" in col. 9 lines 17-19) 

Regarding claim 13: 

The rejection of claim 8 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses the filter string being human- 
readable as claimed (Note col. 6 lines 38-46, the FLT filter object definitions are human-readable.) 

Regarding claim 14: 

The rejection of claim 13 is incorporated, and further, Chu discloses the filter string being formatted 
according to a conditional expression syntax (Note col. 6 lines 38-46, FLT filter object 
SimpleTextFilter uses a conditional to determine whether to allow or deny the message.) 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicants 
disclosure. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Trent J Roche whose telephone number is (703)305-4627. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9:00 am - 6:30 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Kakali Chaki can be reached on (703)305-9662. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703)305-3900. 

Trent J Roche 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2124 

TJR 



